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of the most finely-chiselled faces of his age and
generation.

To know him was an intellectual discipline.
It was not merely that he had read widely in all
literature, ancient and modern, pagan and divine,
but that he had thought deeply and had trained his
mind as an athlete trains his muscles until he
seemed to be always in the pink of intellectual
condition.    Some of his earlier writings, which are
not  as  well known  to-day as   they  should   be,
notably the essays on " Popular Culture " and on
" The Study of Literature," are a kind of manual
of mental exercises, as vigorous in their discipline
for the mind as anything that was ever prescribed
for the development of the body.    Slovenliness of
thought was as intolerable to him as would be
flabbiness of body to an instructor in  physical
training;   superficiality of conviction was almost
as immoral as hypocrisy.    What do you believe ?
Why do you believe it ?    Is your belief founded on
conviction, complaisance, ncighbourliness, or mere
indolence ?   Such is the disturbing catechism that
greets one on every page of the famous essay on
Compromise, which was indeed a trenchant plea
for No Compromise in every sphere of human
thought and social behaviour, so unaccommoda-
ting that the exhortation ** Always tell the truth to
your wife" would hardly be a parody, vulgar
though it sounds.   Many 3 man must have gone
away sorrowful after reading that inexorable little
book, wondering whether he was not a hypocrite.
To understand its intellectual ruthlessness, one
must remember that it was the work of a rationalist